Dear Jim, { ! 4/19/74 

Ths mail has just <’Orae, tiio students are due here soon, so instead of goin? ove " the 
DEPEIfMWS M«!MORAlIDm PURSUaOT TO ORDER OP m COURT with core at this moment /’thn fcr;J ' 
impressions for which I have time froma liasty skimming to see if you had inciudsd all the 
attachments, 

Sirst, your ''jailing did not get out night bufom last, thus the delav. The Jxjstrnz-k 
is of t e 18th, “ 


It is 'juite helpful of the otlier sido to attach the ferren-Boutin letter of 12/2l/$3 
saying that the Coman-ssion had agreed to "solicit'' the cerTi.ccs cf ILsnkin "at a mec-tiiir 
of the CoiaraiBsion on December 6, 1965." I suggest tliat we also attach it as confiraati^ 
of what I said, that the Gom.'d.ssion, when it s'^ted as a Commission., did sc through its 
executive sessions. And when Warren acted for it, he informed it, often through tiie 
executive sessions. 

Tills also conftimis that the withheldi.ng ef that transcript was not for any mtlona.1 
security reason but, proper3.y, because it dealt w3.th perronnel Taatters, Or, tcc.arry 
this one step further, the only wmirang ouentiorJa with the withh.-ld paf?S!s of the 12/5 
session, also describes p,s (b)(b), nothDJi.g was c3.a,ssified before Rankin nt?=rtec it, 
before Ward & Paul started using stamps, which was only after Rankin was rimrdng t’te Consi 
mission. Separately this is quite interesting. 

(if you knew how Karc. 2 ?ul.ated the old biddies on Ruby you’d understand the hint bo ter. 
TMs attachment also teSls vs that the file to rsneack is the PCS one. If you get 
around to doing it, I suggest you make a list of .all that is in it because it seeits not 
unlikely that ttey will cie.-.nse it itsdtesH if they ha-'/en't .already unless you. arc fast. 

Ward & Paul 1/7/64, last graf, which refers to TD? S&JSSR and SECRI7T classifioat;!.on 
only: it is their offer, not in response to fin;/ demand attributed to pEnkin. i'll Ramld.n 
asked was "for a statement of the prices for work performed." 

Tlje begir.?jin / of thi.o graf e/.iraina.tes any reasonable doubt thn.t Ward i^a;; not responding 
to the details Rankin laid out because it does begin contrary to the inevitable plfUis, 

"It is contemplated that the reporting services will be porformsd in V.'e 3 hington,*D.O.,..? 

This not only does not say thnt Tfith or without rjrcpcr aut. oriaatLon Rankin told tiiem 
to classify, aside from the foregoing is also seys the opp'osite, "It is aontemnir.tcd ... 

The woric will be j^iven Top Secret or Secret classification..." not cliissificatioiiq and 
not "...and Scjcret..." 


They are really grabbing and risking on tliis onei That this is Ward’^ proposal 
becomes clearer when he offers togive them the ttuff to get rid of:If desired, notes, 
waste Paper and other materials vfill bo do.Iivered to tho Cem/isDion daily.,.." It is if 
Ra nk in wants it, not that he doraand<;d it. 

Page 2 weakns this a little wliere he refers to the u^ of only persons with the 
"necessjary clearfince." But he does not say clen3:'sd for Secret and Top Secret. So it is 
no less fiar an infei.:^nce that is anything is to be classified, they wll..l sup^ay reporters 
and support wita whatever cleamrce is required. 

The pnnult grafs b/Ja.rs on my analysis. Vfard is going int.c thlntps "to laji H,propi;r 
groundwork..." not "to confirm our understanding of your specifications. 

Rankin’s letter of the next day is t'le first iiidirsct ^cf^ 2 rcrio^ to ciiissifyjuig in 
its approval of Ward’s pro^sai. It makes no referei'oe to cisssification and if it is to 
be taken the way tho govem.i« 2 xt .now intohds, moans tha.t rogardless of law or ragulatiou, 
bothiiig, no rmstter hovn innocuous, is over to be unclassified and nothing will ba classiflod 
lower than secret. ‘I'his would prove part oi our argument if they takes tliis lino, t.hat 
to them no law moSe an;/ difference, they wanted seorec;/ and law, hell or high w.stor and By 
God! tliey aiv? going to have It. 



